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NEOEUTHYRIS BRETNALL, 1921 (POLYZOA) ; ADDITION TO THE 

OFFICIAL LIST 

RULING. —(1) The generic name Lichenella Gray, 1858 (a name rejected 
for all purposes other than those of the Law of Homonymy) is hereby placed 
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology 
with the Name No. 1527. 

(2) The specific name brentii Gray, 1858, as published in the binomen 
Lichenella brentii (a name rejected for all purposes other than those of the Law 
of Homonymy) is hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invafid 
Specific Names in Zoology vfith the Name No. 675. 

(3) The generic name Neoettthyris Bretnall, 1921 (gender : ferauiine), type- 
species, by monotypy, Euthyris woosteri MacGillivray, 1891, is hereby placed 
on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1452. 

(4) The specific name woosteri MacGillivray, 1891, as published in the bi¬ 
nomen Euthyris woosteri (type-species of Neoeuthyris Bretnall, 1921) is hereby 
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology vith the Name No. 1773. 

HISTORY OF THE CASE. (Z.N.(S.) 1314) 

The present case was first brought to the attention of the Office of the 
Commission on 30 January 1958 by an enquiry from Mss Anna B. Hastings. 
After correspondence between ]Miss Hastings and the Assistant Secretary to 
the Commission an apphcation was prepared wliich was sent to the printer on 
7 October 1959 and was published on 8 April 1960 in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
17 : 244-245. No objection was received. 

DECISION OF THE COMHSSION 

On 6 March 1961 the Members of the Commission v^ere invited to vote under 
the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (61)6 either for or against the proposals 
set out in Bidl. zool. Nomencl. 17 : 245. At the close of the prescribed Voting 
Period on 6 June 1961 the state of the Voting was as follows : 

Affirmative Votes—twenty-three (23), received in the foliovfing order : 
Riley, Holthuis, Stoll, Heriug, Boschma, Vokes, Jaczewski, Dymond, Hemming, 
Mayr, Alvarado, Obruchev, ]\Iiller, Evans, Boimet, Tortonese, Kiihiielt, 
Brinck, Bradley, Mertens, Lemche, Uchida, Poll. 

Negative Votes—one (1): Key. 

Voting Papers not returned (one 1): Prautl. 

Commissioner do Amaral returned a late affirmative vote. 

Commissioner Key gave his reason for his negative vote as follows : Gray 
stated that he was describing a polyzoan—an animal—^not a plant. His 
type specimen was a polyzoan, attached to a support. That this support 
was part of a plant, and that in his description the author failed to discriminate 
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between animal and support, is nomenclaturally irrelevant. It is a travesty 
of common sense to select a plant as lectotype when the author stated he was 
describing an animal and when the animal was in fact present. In any case, 
the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature, which is the only body 
of law of which the Commission can take cognizance, has no provision permitting 
the selection of a plant as a lectotype. Gray stated he was describing an animal: 
only so far as he was doing that does the Commission come into the picture. 
If there is good reason to preserve Neoeuthyris and woosteri (this we are not 
told), it should be done by suppressing Lichenella hrentii under the plenary 
powers. 

Okiginal References 

The following are the original references for names placed on Official 
Lists and Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion: 
brentii, Lichenella, Gray, 1858, Proc. zool. Soc. Lo'ndon 26 : 322 
Lichenella Gray, 1858, Proc. zool. Soc. London 26 : 322 
Neoeuthyris Bretnall, 1921, Rec. austr. Mus. Sydney 13 : 157 
woosteri, Euthyris, MacGillivray, 1891, Proc. roy. Soc. Victoria, n.s. 3 : 77 

CERTIFICATE 

We certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (61)6 ^vere cast as set out 
above, that the proposal set out in that Voting Paper has been duly adopted, 
and that the decision so taken, being the decision of the International Commission, 
is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 617. 

N. D. RILEY w. E. CHINA 

Secretary Assistant Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 
23 June 1961 


